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A public hearing of the Jefferson Proving G ound
Restoration Advisory Board neeting was held at the Mdi son
Jefferson County Public Library, 420 West Main Street,

Madi son, IN at 7:00 P.M on February 5, 2003.

OPENI NG STATEMENTS BY MR. PAUL CLOUD
kay. | would like to get started and

wel come everyone to the Jefferson Proving G ound Restoration

Advi sory Board neeting. M nane is Paul cloud. | work for
the United States Arny. |'mthe Base Realignnent C osure
Envi ronmental Coordinator for the facility. I'malso Ofice

of Secretary of Defense Base Transition Coordinator for the
facility. |If you have not signed in on our attendance sheet
pl ease do. |If you're interested in receiving updates on

mat erial we can put you on our mailing list. W have a
nunber of hand outs tonight related to our presentation and
di scussions. Feel free to take one (1). That's about all
have to say for introductory opening remarks. Richard Hi |l
is the community co-chair. Richard do you wi sh to say

sonet hi ng?

MR. RI CHARD HI LL:
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Just briefly thanks Paul. Wuld just like

to wel cone everybody tonight. | think Paul pretty much
covered it wth his opening remarks so that's all | have for
now.

MR PAUL CLOUD:

This is our agenda for tonight. Have sone
specific areas to talk about and you will notice towards the
end we have an open discussion period. So wthout further
ado we will start. Don't hesitate to ask questions as we go
t hrough and we can di scuss them as the questions cone up.
First topic is the status of the Feasibility Study for the
Cantonnment area. This subject was recormmended at the | ast
RAB neeting to provide what we in the Arny anticipate wl|
be the schedule for providing that docunent to the public
for review, the resolution or the responding of conmments to
t hose issues and then ultimately getting to the point where
we wll have a final. So this is our current estimated
schedul e on one (1) when we expect the Draft Feasibility
Study for the Cantonnment area to cone out; and two (2) if it
does come out on or about that date when we would ex -

request coments to be received fromthe community and the
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regul ators; three (3) when we woul d expect to respond to

t hose comments. |If necessary the next bullet there would be
necessary for a face to face neeting with the community
representatives and regulators for any outstandi ng i ssues
and then the last bullet there tal ks about issuing a Final
Feasibility Study. It is contingent upon obviously the
first date. That is an estimated date right now. It is
still unclear whether the Arny will neet that date. |If not
t hen every date subsequent to that will get pushed back

accordingly. Any questions on that?

MR KEN KNOUF:
Paul do you want to, for those who nmay not
know it, cover very briefly what the Feasibility schedul e

i nvolves and what it's covering as far as the JPG?

VR, PAUL CLOUD:
Feasibility Study is addressing those
Renmedi al I nvestigation sites that the Arny has identified as
warranting - addressing as areas for evaluation as to the
possibility of potential clean up or renoval action. And

di scusses various options for those specific sites and those
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sites are identified in the Feasibility Study and there's a
di scussion in the Feasibility Study as to whether or not the
site is believed to warrant sufficient attention for - a
classic would be dig and haul dirt or sonething of that
nature or does it warrant you know further evaluation and
why. A lot of this was identified and discussed in the
Final RI but there will be a brief reviewin the Feasibility
Study and then the Feasibility Study will go into nore depth
onto those sites that are still outstanding. The next area
is an area of reuse. It's the Findings of Suitability to
Transfer update and we have two (2) specific parcels
identified here. The first one (1) is the Airfield parcel.
That FOST was in fact signed on Decenmber 19th. W did in
fact make copies and nmail it out to the whole two hundred
pl us (200+) nmenbers on the mailing list for information.
Currently the Louisville Corps of Engineers Real Estate
Ofice in Louisville is working on the Draft Deed. W
estimate probably later this nonth that the Deed will be
given to M. Ford for review and subsequent to the tine when
the Ford Lunber and Buil di ng Supply Conpany and the Arny are
both satisfied there will be a neeting where he will be

given the Final Deed and the Army will be given a check for
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the property, certified. And then M. Ford will then own
t hat approxi mate seven hundred and seven-seven (777) acres |
think is what 1've seen in the Draft Deed, plus or mnus.
So that was very close to what we estimated. This is the
actual area. | think we've seen this before. Any questions

regardi ng that parcel? Yes nma' anf

M5. ANNE ANDREASEN
| have an ol d question. The Feasibility
Study is for the specific individual sites within these

other areas that are requiring renediation?

MR, PAUL CLOUD:
They're for any outstanding sites that have
not al ready been identified as having been conplete. There
are no sites that would be “active” within this Airfield

par cel

M5.  ANNE ANDRAEASEN
Ckay.
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MR PAUL CLQOUD:

The next parcel is the Northeastern area
parcel about four hundred and sixty-five (465) acres. Again
that's an estimate. Thirty-nine (39) buildings. It's
proposed for unrestricted use. The Initial Draft FOST was
provided for public review and coment back in August. W
did receive comments fromthe comunity, EPA and the |ndiana
Depart ment of Environmental Managenent. Tonight we are
providing the Arny's responses to those conments and the
Revi sed FOST that incorporates where applicable those
coments and/ or any ot her changes that we deened necessary.

Now we are identifying and requesting by the end of this
nmonth that the State, EPA, conmunity either provide witten
concurrence that they're satisfied wwth the Revised FOST or
that they have outstanding issues. |f there are outstanding
i ssues those outstanding issues are incorporated into the
FOST as an additional enclosure identified as Encl osure
Seven (7). The Arny would provide a witten response to
those as Enclosure Eight (8). Then that entire docunent
works its way up to the Arny chain of command to the fina

i ndi vidual who will be signing it. [If it is deened
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acceptabl e by that individual who has that authority then it
woul d be signed. If not, it will be sent back down the
chain with direction as to what to go do. And if necessary
t he appropriate changes woul d be made and then it woul d be
sent back up. Once it's signed then the docunent is sent to
Loui sville Corps of Engineers Real Estate office again and
they would prepare a Draft Deed simlar to the Airfield
parcel. And that's how we have gone through the process for
these | ast several years. This is the parcel in question.
The reason why there is that little dog | eg over there on
the lower |eft hand corner is that that area has al ready
been transferred to Ford Lunber and Buil ding Supply Conpany.
That was part of the Central Cantonnment area FOST that was
signed. It's ny understanding that a significant portion of
that actually now belongs to the Solid Waste District. Any

questions regarding this parcel or this FOST? Joe?

MR JOE ROBB
The Refuge would be interested in having the
right of access along sonme of those roads. | don't know

exactly where the boundary runs on those roads.
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MR PAUL CLQOUD:

Sonething like that the Army would require a
formal witten request on your letterhead and it woul d be
somet hing we woul d have to evaluate. I1t's unclear right now
with the real estate laws in Indiana whether that would be
an enforceable Deed item It would be sonething we would
have to evaluate and get back to you. It would also be
somet hing that you woul d obviously have to coordinate with
Ford Lunber and Building Supply. You know if he were
agreeable and it was doable it's possible. Any other
guestions? | believe this is probably the topic of interest
tonight. This is the status and points of contact for the
term nation of the Depleted Uranium License north of the
firing line. Alittle history. W provided the Revised
Docunent to the Nucl ear Regul atory Conm ssion end of June
| ast year. It was posted on the JPG web site. It was also
mailed to the entire mailing list at JPG During the
review, not only of the docunents for the Adm nistrative
Revi ew but for subsequent Technical Reviews, those reviews
may in fact generate additional questions fromthe NRC that

woul d necessitate responses by the Arny which coul d inpact
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any schedule. The schedule for the Acceptance and Techni cal
Review are on the next two (2) slides and I'll show themin
a mnute. In Cctober of last year the NRC did in fact wite
aletter to the Arnmy notifying themof the Adm nistrative
Acceptance of the two (2) docunents, the License

Term nation, Restricted Reuse License Term nation and the
Envi ronnmental Report. Subsequent to that the NRC has
commenced what they have defined as a two (2) year Detailed
Techni cal Review of the docunents. This is a |ayout
provided to us in the Arnmy fromthe Nucl ear Regul atory
Conmission. It is a basic Gantt Chart sequential parallel
schedule for their adm nistrative process ultimtely |eading
we woul d hope to the Term nation of License under Restricted
Rel ease conditions. You' ve seen this before. Point of
contact for the NRCis down there in the |ower |eft hand
corner of this particular slide. Also that gentleman's E-
mai | address is down there. In parallel with the License
Term nation, the Save the Valley organi zati on has applied
for and received official |egal standing for a potenti al
hearing in the future on the License Term nation issue. W
have basically held that in abeyance until such tinme as the

| ast Revised Plan was subnmitted to the NRC and then the NRC

10
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squi shed a notice in the Federal Register allow ng any

addi tional comments to be nade. That all occurred |ast

year. Save The Valley was given a - | think it was a thirty
(30) day wi ndow after the conpletion of that Federal

Regi ster notice Richard?

MR RI CHARD HI LL:
Ri ght .

MR, PAUL CLOUD:

To identify any other areas of concern or
itens that they considered germane to the License
Term nation. That was done and they provided that to the
Adm ni strative Hearing Judge in the Arny on Decenber 16th
In that notification to the Adm nistrative Hearing Judge
Save The Valley al so requested that until the NRC had
conpleted their Detailed Technical Review of the two (2)
docunents that it was premature to commence a hearing on
this issue. The Arny reviewed that at the request of the
Adm ni strative Hearing Judge and we did not oppose that
position. The Arnmy was al so asked by the Administrative

Hearing Judge to view the itens that Save The Vall ey had

11
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identified that they considered germane and to have our
input on that. And we did that on the 16th of January of
this year. Just this week Save The Valley's |egal counsel
provided a rebuttal to the potential gernane issues. W are
in the Arny currently looking at that so | amnot at |iberty
to provide any feedback on that right now because quite
frankly I haven't even read them | printed them out but |
haven't had an opportunity to read themyet. In parallel
with that the last bullet there was yesterday and there is a
copy of this letter on the table. W have also provided a
copy of the NRC Regul ation that provides for this request.
The Arny sent a letter to the NRC and it's called a

Conti ngent Request and it's for an Alternative License

Term nation to be negotiated between the Arny and the NRC
regardi ng the Depleted Uraniumnorth of the firing line. W
have not heard anything back fromthe NRC yet. W probably

will not hear for a week or nore. Don't know yet.

V5. DI ANE HENSHEL:
Pl ease clarify what you nean by Conti ngent
Alternative License Term nation as in what determ nes which

way it kicks?

12



© 00 N oo o b~ W N P

N RN N NN R R R R R R R R R
A W N b O O 0O N O O B O N » O

MR PAUL CLOUD:
kay. If you read the letter --

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL:

| read the letter.

MR PAUL CLOUD:
The letter says that it's a Contingent

Request. That neans that assumi ng a successful negotiation
for a Perpetual Possession License for the DUwth five (5)
year renewabl es that is negotiated by the NRC and the Arny
and it's my understandi ng, even though you can get
clarification on this fromthe NRC, that there will be
opportunity for public hearings on this. But | believe
they're held by the NRC. But if in fact that is a
successful negotiation the Arnmy would withdraw the
Restricted Rel ease Term nation License application or

term nati on.

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL:
Well that's nice.

13
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M5. MARY CLASHVAN:
And then every five (5) years do we have to

once again renew it or oppose the renewal ?

MR, PAUL CLOUD:
Every five (5) years the License would cone
up for renewal. That is basically standard for general
i censes under NRC. And dependi ng on specifics there may be
nodi fied conditions for the License. |If at some future date
the Arny feels that it is then appropriate to recomence the
Restricted Rel ease Term nation then they woul d approach it

at that tine.

M5. MARY CLASHVAN

So this is actually nothing but a delay?

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL
No.

MR PAUL CLOUD:
Del ay for what?

14
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M5. MARY CLASHMVAN:

A del ay for asking for renoval of the
licensing restriction. | mean that's what you were asking
for before. Now you're asking for - now they're saying well
okay wait five (5) years and five (5) years and five (5)

years right?

MR PAUL CLOUD:

It is believed that under this particular
option that is available to all licensees for the NRC that
this provides the best opportunity for one (1) additional
information to be gathered regarding potential mgration of
the DU and the fact that there will still be continued
regul atory oversite and nmonitoring of the facility until
such time as one (1) everyone feels confortable that the
material is not going to go anywhere or two (2) that the
material will be able to be cleaned up. That is an

undefined period of time right now. Joe?

MR JOE ROBB
So the nonitoring permt would be simlar to

what is going on at the present?

15
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MR PAUL CLOUD:

That woul d be subject to negotiation.

V5. DI ANE HENSHEL
Oh good.
MR, PAUL CLOUD:
Ri ght now we currently nonitor, take sanples

every six (6) nonths. D ane?

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL:

And what exactly is open to negotiation?

MR, PAUL CLOUD:
My understanding is basically anything right
now. But it is unclear to ne the details and specifics.
And it's also ny understanding that like the Restrictive
Rel ease Term nation approach neither one (1) of these have

been done before.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
That's okay. This sounds better.

16
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M5. MARY CLASHVAN

Nei t her one (1) has been done before?

MR PAUL CLOUD:
I know that the Restricted License
Term nati on has never been taken to conpletion. There are
other - at least |'ve been told that there are other
| icensees possibly pursuing it. | do not know that there
are any pursuing this particular avenue. But | have no

knowl edge of it. Karen do you have a question?

M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:
Yeah. So has NRC conpl eted the Technica
Revi ew?

MR PAUL CLOUD:
No. They will not --

M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:
The January 16, 2003 letter what is that?

That's their response to Save The Valley's request for a

17
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heari ng?

MR, PAUL CLOUD:

The January 16th letter that the Arny sent
was a response to the NR - or Save The Valley letter on two
(2) things. One (1) on whether or not the Arny opposed Save
The Valley's request to delay the hearing until after the
Techni cal Revi ew was conplete. The Arny does not oppose

t hat .

MS. KAREN MASON- SM TH:
Ckay.

MR, PAUL CLOUD:

The other thing that the Arny was asked to
do by the Adm nistrative Hearing Judge was to comment on
their position regarding itens that Save The Vall ey had
identified on whether the Arny thought they were germane to
the issue. W have - that's what was in that letter on the
16th. And then Save The Valley just responded or rebutted
that this Monday.

18
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M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:

So when is the Technical Review - what's it

call ed? Technical Revi ew?

MR PAUL CLOUD:
Estinmated to conpl ete Cctober 2004.

M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:
That's the --

MR, PAUL CLOUD:

That's the NRC s schedule. And if that
nodi fi es or changes you will have to contact them But
that's what they told the Adm nistrative Hearing Judge.
They estimated two (2) years from Oct ober of 2002. Does

t hat answer your question?

M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:

Yes.

MR, KEVI N HERRON:

So what they' re doing nowis simlar to what

19
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we woul d be doing like a Renmedial |Investigation Report?

They're doing very simlar type thing?

MR PAUL CLQOUD:

| woul d assune so. | woul d assune so.

MR, KEVI N HERRON:

MR PAUL CLOUD:

Ckay.

That's close to being parallel?

In rough layman's terns yes.

M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:

Vel |

Kevin when you say that simlar to a

Renedi al I nvestigation what are - water nonitoring?

MR PAUL CLQOUD:

we provi ded.

They'

re reviewing the two (2) docunents that

M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:

Ckay.

20
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MR, PAUL CLOUD:

In the Adm nistrative Review basically you
have ninety (90) days to conplete that. And basically what
they do on there when they do that and others, there's a
l[ittle nodification but essentially what they do is they
take the License Term nation Plan and the format calls for
Iike Section One (1). Identify the facility, specify the
nanme, address, location. So they have the check |ist okay
and they go down to Section One (1). GCkay, Jefferson
Proving Ground, U S. Arny, Mdison, |Indiana. Check marKk.
The next one (1) m ght be background history and so on and
so forth. They will go through every one of those things.
If they don't get check marks on all of those then they
will, as they did before, issue us a letter saying you're
deficient or denied on these reasons. W have these
guestions. W responded to those questions when we
resubmtted in June of last year. They did their ninety
(90) day review, went through their check |ist again, we got
the letter in October saying it had been accepted from

Adm ni strative Review. Do you understand now?

21
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M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:

| under stand now.

MR RI CHARD HI LL:
And then they do their Technical Review
which is to take two (2) years.

MR PAUL CLOUD:
Ri ght.

MR RI CHARD HI LL:

Which is where they | ook nore not at just is
this here, is this here |like Paul was saying just a check
list, they will we assunme be | ooking nore for instance in
the License Term nation Plan the Arny outlines oh things
i ke ah the characteristics of the site and how that does or
does not blend itself to migration. And things |ike dose
assessnments, estimtes, things like that. And so the NRC
wi Il be | ooking at those things and the cal cul ati ons, al
the technical stuff that went into the License Term nation

Pl an.

22



© 00 ~N oo o s~ wWw N

N RN N NN R R R R R R R R R
A W N b O O 0O N O O B O N —» O

M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:
So that date roughly starts when?

MR, RI CHARD HI LL:

It has started.

MR. PAUL CLOUD:
It started October |ast year. They

estimated two (2) years to conplete that.

M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:
| understood that, that it had started. But

this new --

MR. RI CHARD HI LL:
Yeah that --

M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:
That sort of thing. GCkay but | understand
that. And | think I understand the process. And ny
understanding is that when EPA or | DEM or any other state

agency or federal agency would conme in is when NRC initiates

23



© 00 ~N oo o s~ wWw N

N RN N NN R R R R R R R R R
A W N b O O 0O N O O B O N —» O

t heir Menorandum of Understanding, at |east with EPA that

was ny under st andi ng.

MR PAUL CLOUD:
That is for very specific cases. That is
correct. | do not believe if we followthe Alternative
Li cense Term nation Perpetual Possession Only that the MU
addresses that. | would suggest though that if you need

clarification to contact Dr. MLaughlin.

M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:
Tomis it possible to get a copy of that

| etter Paul sent you?

MR, PAUL CLQOUD:

The letter is right back on the table.

M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:

It's there?

MR PAUL CLOUD:
You bet you. It's that one (1) pager.

24



© 00 N oo o b~ W N P

N RN N NN R R R R R R R R R
A W N b O O 0O N O O B O N » O

MS. KAREN MASON- SM TH:
OCh that is the letter?

MR PAUL CLQOUD:
That's it.

M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:
Okay. Got you.

MR, PAUL CLQOUD:

It was signed yesterday.

M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:
Thank you.

MR PAUL CLQOUD:

D ane?

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL.:
Al right. Can we now tal k about your
interpretation of the feedback and the timng of the

feedback that you get with regard to nonitoring, etc. that

25
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woul d take place fromthis point forth?

MR PAUL CLOUD:
Until there is a Formal License Anendnent
the Arny will continue to sanple and nonitor it every siXx

(6) nont hs.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL.:
Wt hout changi ng what they're sanpling?

MR. PAUL CLOUD:
That's correct. This is specific to the DU

Li cense.

V5. DI ANE HENSHEL.:
And once this is accepted potentially and it
goes into a five (5) year revision for when this is being

negotiated that's when the nonitoring is discussed?

MR PAUL CLOUD:
Moni toring woul d probably be one (1) item on

the agenda. That is correct.

26
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MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
And when do we --

MR PAUL CLOUD:
When | say that though I woul d expect that
the nmonitoring that would be di scussed woul d not be

monitoring yes or no. It would be nonitoring on frequency.

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL:

How about nonitoring | ocations and nedi a?

VR, PAUL CLOUD:
The NRC or the Arny is free to bring that
up. And when and if as | understand the NRC will hold
public hearings on this or neetings the public is free to

bring that subject up al so.

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL.:
So at the Deconm ssioning Public Meeting
that's going to take place sonetime now between now and

Cct ober of 20047

27
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MR PAUL CLOUD:

No it woul d be subsequent to that.

V5. DI ANE HENSHEL
It woul d be subsequent?
MR, PAUL CLOUD:
Assum ng - we have not heard fromthe Judge

yet .

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL.:
Ckay.

MR PAUL CLOUD:
Judge Rosenthal and his assistant or chief

have not responded yet. Have you received anything Richard?

MR. RI CHARD HI LL:

No | have not.

MR PAUL CLQOUD:

We have not received any feedback fromthe

28
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Adm ni strative Hearing Judge as to whether or not they agree
to hold the hearing that Save The Vall ey requested regardi ng
the Restricted Rel ease Term nation in abeyance until the

conpletion by the NRC of the Detail ed Technical Review

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
Ckay.

MR PAUL CLOUD:

That will be their call. M assunption, but
this is an unofficial personal assunption, that based on
their request and our |ack of opposition to that that there
woul d be no basis to do that. And there are precedents on
previ ous hearing requests where you “need a conplete file”.

That conplete file as | understand it requires a Detail ed
Techni cal Review to be conpleted. | think R chard would

agree with that.

MR RI CHARD HI LL:
| do.

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL:

29
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So - so it sounds like we're in a cache 22
here alnost. That you can't have the hearing with the NRC
until the Technical Review is done but we wanted the hearing

bef ore the Technical Review is done?

MR. RI CHARD HI LL:

No we did not want it.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
W don't want the hearing? Ckay.
MR RI CHARD HI LL:

We requested that it not take place.

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL:

Until afterwards?

MR. RI CHARD HI LL:

Yes.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL.:
kay. So there will not be any public

f eedback on nonitoring or on anything --
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MR. RI CHARD HI LL:

Well now --

MR PAUL CLQOUD:
No.

MR RI CHARD HI LL:
Let's explain this. The hearing that Save

The Vall ey has requested is before the Adm nistrative Judge.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL.:
Ri ght.

MR RI CHARD HI LL:
kay. That is separate fromthe process,

t he public hearing process.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL.:
Ckay.
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MR RI CHARD HI LL:
kay?

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL:

Yes.

MR RI CHARD HI LL:
So there woul d be public hearings. Even if
Save the Valley were denied its request for a hearing before

the Judge there would still be public hearings.

MR PAUL CLOUD:
For the License Anendnent on the Alternative
Possession Only.
MR RI CHARD HI LL:
Wl |l that too.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
But that's not likely to take place for

anot her year and a half (1 1/2) to nultiple years?

MR PAUL CLOUD:
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Yeah.

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL.:
Ri ght .

MR, PAUL CLOUD:

Not - well let nme make sure | - |let ne see
if I can explain it again. Under the Restricted Rel ease
Term nati on process which Save The Vall ey has established
| egal standing with the Adm nistrative Hearing Judge for the

heari ng.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
Un- huh (yes).

MR PAUL CLOUD:

If the Judge concurs with Save The Valley's
request and our |ack of opposition to that request, that
specific hearing for the Restricted Rel ease Term nati on
Li cense Application would not occur until sonetine after the

NRC has conpleted their Detail ed Technical Review. That
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Det ai | ed Technical Review is not scheduled to be conpl eted

until at | east COctober of 2004.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL.:
Un- huh (yes).

MR, PAUL CLOUD:

If the NRC agrees with this letter we sent
yesterday on this Alternative Perpetual Possession Only
Li cense during that process, which would probably comence
thirty (30), sixty (60), ninety (90) days, | do not know,
you woul d have to probably talk to Dr. MLaughlin on that,
during that process, during those negotiations it is ny
understanding that the NRC will hold public neetings for the

public to provide input on that issue.

V5. DI ANE HENSHEL
On the five (5) year cycling?
MR, PAUL CLOUD:
On the process and what they believe would
be rel evant and applicabl e and shoul d be incorporated into

t hat License Anendnent. That's what it is. It's a License
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Amendrent. It's a specific type of License Amendnent.

V5. DI ANE HENSHEL:
Al right.

MR, PAUL CLOUD:

Did that answer your question?

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL

Sort of. I'mjust trying to clarify.

MR PAUL CLOUD:
No problem

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL:
Probably sonetine in the next six (6) nonths
there will be a hearing with the NRC to provide feedback on
the potential five (5) year infinitely renewabl e License,

what ever this thing is called?

MR PAUL CLQOUD:

That is ny understanding. However, | cannot
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speak and will not speak for the NRC

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL:

At the NRC neeting you guys are not there?

MR, PAUL CLOUD:

| beg your pardon?

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
At the NRC neeting the Arnmy is not present?

Is this correct?

MR PAUL CLQOUD:

No that is not correct.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL.:
The Arny is present?

MR PAUL CLOUD:
If we so choose to attend it is ny
understanding that it is open to the public the last tine

checked. The Arny is part of the public.
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MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
Ckay.

MR PAUL CLQOUD:

Kevi n?

MR, KEVI N HERRON:

It's not a hearing. It's a public neeting.

MR PAUL CLOUD:
Meeti ng, yeah.

MR KEVI N HERRON:
Their regul ations requires themto have

public neetings.

MR PAUL CLQOUD:

It's not a formal hearing.

MR KEVI N HERRON:
A hearing is a different thing. So - and
that's where | think it's getting a little confusing.
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MS. DI ANE HENSHEL.:
Ckay.

MR. KEVI N HERRON:
I's crossing over. But during the conment
period they have to cone out and present it to the people,

present the information and then get feedback fromthem

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL.:
kay. And that's likely to be in the next

six (6) nonths or so?

MR. KEVI N HERRON:
Very likely.

MR PAUL CLOUD:
Call Tom He's got a toll free nunber.

MR, KEVI N HERRON:

They're required to do it but it doesn't say
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when.

comment ?

shot .

DI ANE HENSHEL:

And at that point everything is open to

PAUL CLOUD:

Talk to Tom

Rl CHARD HI LL

Sure it is.

PAUL CLOUD
Not hi ng has stopped you yet. Take your best

KEVI N HERRON:

They' re asking for public coment. They're

asking for public coment. That woul d be mny opinion.

MR PAUL CLQOUD:

But you have to understand this is specific
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to the DU issue and what is regulated by the NRC

IVS.

DI ANE HENSHEL:

At that time - | guess this is one (1) of

t he questions for Karen.

by the --

aletter.

KAREN MASON- SM TH:
( Shaki ng head) .

DI ANE HENSHEL:
No it's not?

KAREN MASON- SM TH:

| already answered it.

DI ANE HENSHEL.:
No you didn't really. He says it's covered

KAREN MASON- SM TH:

My answer was Tom McLaughlin answered it in
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M5. DI ANE HENSHEL:
Oh.

MS. KAREN MASON- SM TH:
The letter that R chard submtted. Wat was

your question?

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
The question is at that point the issues

related to uraniumas a netal ?

M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:

Yes.

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL:

Doesn't get really addressed.

M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:
Didn't he answer the question? M/ answer
was correct. The letter that R chard sent - what was the

date that you submitted your letter?
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MR RI CHARD HI LL:
It's been a long tinme ago. | don't

r enenber.

M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:
After the Novenber neeting. | think Dr.
McLaughlin clarified the issues that had come up over that.

Do you agree Paul ?

MR, PAUL CLOUD:
He responded. | have seen a copy of it.

do not disagree with what Dr. MLaughlin said.

MR. RI CHARD HI LL:
Ohl - | didn't get the response.

MR PAUL CLOUD:

It was addressed to you.

MR, KEVI N HERRON:

You wote the letter.
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MR. RI CHARD HI LL:

Un- huh (yes). And we got an answer back?

MR, KEVI N HERRON:

And answered about heavy netal property.

M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:
Yes you did.

MR, RI CHARD HI LL:
Ch.
MR, KEVI N HERRON:
You wote a letter and I got a response

letter back to Richard HII. It is to Richard H Il

MR RI CHARD HI LL:
|"ve been | ooking for that. Go to the nai

box every day.

M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:

Maybe you should clarify this for everyone.
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M5. DI ANE HENSHEL:

VWhat is the answer?

MR RI CHARD HI LL:
kay | will need to get that then. Wat did

he say?

M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:

At our last RAB neeting in Novenber, 2002
this question had cone up over and over again probably for
the last one (1) or two (2) years it has cone up. And we
were not sure about the process. Dr. Henshel had a question
for EPA and State, IDEMas to our - in the process, in the
DU Revi ew - Techni cal Review process, where we would fit in
because this site is regulated or the DU inpact area is
regul ated by the NRC. | think that EPA and the State have
been pretty consistent on providing our answer whi ch was
that - our understanding was that if NRCis the regulatory
agency then they would - then they are the regul ati ng agency
and we're the supporting agency. Richard H Il who is the

comunity co-chair submtted a letter. | don't renenber the
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date but it was - | would assune it was right after that
nmeeting. | think it was sonetine right after the neeting in

Novenber of 2002.

MR. RI CHARD HI LL:

Looks i ke a week after. Yes.

M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:
kay. Just to get clarification he
submtted a letter to Dr. MlLaughlin of NRC and Dr.
McLaughlin responded to the letter. | received a copy.
Kevin received a copy and it appears that Paul received it.

Di ane did you not?

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL:
| did not.
M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:
You did not. That's strange because it -
it was addressed to Richard but to make a I ong story short
which is hard to with Jefferson Proving Gound I'Il try. To
make a long story short my understanding fromthe letter is

that there was recently - which I was not aware of mnyself
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and Dr. MLaughlin helped me to clarify sonme things and
understand. EPA, the Environnental Protection Agency, and
t he Nucl ear Regul atory Comm ssion had recently entered into
a Menorandum of Understanding and that's published on - they
have a web site that you can go to but that MOU was dated
Cct ober or Novenber of 2002. [It's very recent. So to make
a long story short basically it was pretty nuch what Kevin
and | thought which is that EPA's role, and that woul d be
the sane for the State because we have the sane - help ne
out Kevin. W have the sane role in this process. MW
understanding is that NRC would notify EPA and the State
regul atory agencies which is not only IDEM but it's al so

| DHR, the Indiana Departnent of Health and whatever those

acronyns are.

MR KEVI N HERRON:
That's I ndiana State Departnent or | SDH

M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:
Ckay.

MR, KEVI N HERRON:
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State Departnent.

M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:

Ckay. And they deal wth radiation. So
anyway NRC would enter into an MOU with us. |'mnot sure
how they do it with the State. That's my understandi ng.
That was clear cut to ne for EPA that Dr. MLaughlin since
they have the regulatory authority NRC woul d decide if they
want us to participate. And there's an agreenent between
our agencies. |I'mnot sure if it was Mary Ann Horinko or
our admnistrator, Christie Witman, but soneone fromthe

EPA that's in a very high position signed this.

MR, PAUL CLOUD:

Soneone from your headquarters.

M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:

kay. So soneone from headquarters. Anyway

t hat shoul d answer your question Diane that NRC woul d
determ ne whether or not they think that they want to

request our input.
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MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
But it sounds like it's through a negoti at ed
di scussion in sone way because you said the Menorandum of

Under st andi ng was bet ween you and | SDH

M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:
Correct. But they would determ ne - they
will determne if they feel they need that input or how they
want to go about doing it. Basically it's up to them and

that's just the way that the regul ations are.

MR KEVI N HERRON:
| looked at it as being fairly non-conmttal
as to - as to how they were going to address the heavy netal

properties.

M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:
I looked at it is he's going to deci de how

to doit. | mean not himbut his agency.

MR KEVI N HERRON.
Ri ght.
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M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:
And that they - and that they have the
authority to do it. So that's basically the way that the
regul atory agencies work. [If anyone has a question about

that or doesn't understand that you know just |let ne know.

MR PAUL CLOUD:
It mght be so sone assistance Diane if you
take the time to get a copy of the MO, read it and then if

you have any questions call Tom

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL:
Yeah.

MR PAUL CLOUD:
Directly. Because he woul d probably be the
best source for detail specifics regarding the MOU. | nean

| have a copy and |I've read it.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL.:
This is a broad Menorandum of Under st andi ng

that then beconmes an individual one (1) for every site?
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M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:

Yes.

MR PAUL CLOUD:

Vell it applies to |licenses and applies to
specific types of license, anendnents and/or term nations.
And as Karen has said it's - it's specific to those types of
issues and NRC to a great degree nakes the call as to when.

| mean | believe specifically in the MOU there is a
requi red negotiation, a consultation with the EPA specific
to Restricted Rel ease Term nation License Application. So
if the Arny were to continue with that at sone point the NRC
woul d formally conduct or contact EPA under the MU in

accordance with the MOU for their formal consultation

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
Thank you.

MR, RI CHARD HI LL:

And if you want to wite this down so you'l
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know what to | ook at on COctober

17t h, 2002 the Conm ssion

executed a Menorandum of Agreenent, MOA, with the EPA

consultation and finality on deconmm ssioni ng and

decont am nation of contam nated sites. So that's what it

call ed. Save The Valley has found that, was aware of that

but I never got the letter. Wen did you get the letter

back do you renenber?

MS. KAREN MASON- SM TH:
It was sonetine

it was before Chri stnas.

MR. RI CHARD HI LL:

| know the mail

i n Decenber. I was thinki

takes forever. So | just

figured I would wait until tonight and then | would ask or

this week sonetinme you know cal

going to answer it.

M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:

Tom and see when he was

Well you can call Tom and get the web

address or | can provide it to you when | get back to the

of fice. | don't have it.
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MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
If I don't find it through reasonabl e

searching I will ask you

M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:

Yes.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
Ckay.

MR PAUL CLOUD:
Any nore questions regardi ng where we stand,
where we anticipate we're going, when we think we wll be

there regarding the DU License?

MS. PEGGY VLEREBOVE:
When she was just tal king about the

Alternative route, did the EPA not have a role in that?

MR PAUL CLOUD:
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That would - it's my understandi ng that
under the MOU they would not. However, the NRC is, under ny
understanding al so, would still be free to contact them
This is a - would fall as | understand it in a different
category that is not specifically addressed under the MOU
that woul d not inherently prevent NRC from contacting the
State or the EPA or anyone else they felt so inclined to.
Jam e?

M5. JAM E DeW TT:
And then the | evel of anticipation requested

by the EPA or | DEM woul d depend on what the NRC requests?

MR PAUL CLOUD:
Your best source for response to sonething

li ke that woul d be Tom

M5. JAME DeWTT:
Is that the inpression you got fromthe

letter Karen that - what you woul d be expected to do?

M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:

"Il follow Paul. Your best source woul d be
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to contact Tom He can explain his letter better than

can.

MR PAUL CLOUD:
Tomwi || probably hate ne when | say this
however Tom s a very lonely person. He has not gotten

calls. He has not gotten letters fromyou

MR. RI CHARD HI LL:
Call him Call him
MR, PAUL CLOUD:

If you have questions you have his E-mail
address and you have his toll free nunber, ask him | nean
that's what he's there for. He is the best source for
detail ed specifics on this. Again it's the first of a kind.

We are probably all going to feel our way through. It's
just like the Restricted Rel ease. Never been done before.

That' s nmy under st andi ng.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL.:
Okay question. Alternative License

Ter m nati on.
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MR PAUL CLOUD:

It's an alternative schedul e.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
kay. An alternative schedule for continued

Re-limted Licensing of sorts?

MR PAUL CLOUD:

No it's a License. It's a License and it's
an Anendrnent - it would be an Amendnment to the current
License. The current License if you have a copy of it is a
Possession Only License for storage in the ground. One (1)
of the criteria for that current License is that we nonitor

every six (6) nonths.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
Un- huh (yes).

MR PAUL CLOUD:
However in that same section that we quote

10CFR40. 42 which is generically referred to as the
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timeliness rule, there are specifications and criteria for

| i censees when they cease performng the activity for which
they were |licensed to have radiol ogical material to
termnate their License. Wen you go dowmn to Section G2 it
- and it's even highlighted - we highlighted it in the copy
of the - | printed off the NRC s web site this afternoon,
the specific language in there is the NRC has the authority
to grant an alternative schedule for License Term nation.
That's a License that would fall under the termof a License
Amendnent.  What we're proposing is a Perpetual Possession
License with five (5) year renewables so that it would be
re-evaluated every five (5) years to see if there are - we
or anyone el se perceive the need, the necessity, or the
recommendati on for changes to the License, until such tine
as the Arny believes that it's time to go term nate the

Li cense i n whatever manner, whether it's restricted or

unrestricted.

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL.:
Okay. Let nme continue ny question since |
didn't clarify it the way | stated it clearly enough. At
t hat point what happens in terns of the Arny's oversite? Do
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you stay Project Manager infinitely? That's not possible.
So what happens at that point? Does it becone a new Project
Manager that - and it's the sanme person that's overseeing
the rest of the base closure if there's any nore, but what

happens when t he base cl oses?

MR PAUL CLQOUD:

The base is closed |egally.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
Well | know the base is closed but there's

still some reuse here. There's still sone --

MR, PAUL CLOUD:
That's south of the firing line. That is
the only area that's been accessed and --
V5. DI ANE HENSHEL
And the Arny is still hol ding possession on

you know - -

MR PAUL CLQOUD:

North of the firing line. That's correct.
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M5. DI ANE HENSHEL:

A few places north of the firing line that
are still contam nated. Aside fromthe whol e issue about
the Refuge. So what happens in terns of the DU oversite
then? 1t's the sanme person that's handling all of this

stuff?

MR PAUL CLOUD:

There's no - the License is assigned to the
Arnmy. Now you have to identify an entity in the License.
Right now if you go to the License you will not see a
specific named individual in the Arnmy as the License hol der.
What you will see is the office of soneone at SBCCOM Now
that person currently is Dr. Ferriter. But if Dr. Ferriter
noves on soneone fills that position, it becones that
person. |If and when that License is transferred to sone
other office - I'lIl give you an exanple one (1). The
Proving G ound was active, the License holder was the
Commander of Jefferson Proving Gound. The |ast Commander
at Jefferson Proving G ound was Col onel Wekly. Col onel

Weekl y' s nane was not on the License. It was Conmander.
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When the Proving Gound cl osed the License was anended and
it was transferred to the Chief of Staff at the Test and
Eval uati on Conmand at Aberdeen Proving Gound. That is
anot her officer in the Arny but that officer was not
specified by name. He's the Chief of Staff. It's a

posi tion.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL.:
kay so right nowthen it's being | guess

over seen by Aberdeen and it will stay there?

MR PAUL CLQOUD:

It's being over - the overall responsibility

is the Arny. If you see that letter that we sent the NRC

you will not see SBCCOM nentioned in that letter at all.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
Just says the Arny?

MR PAUL CLOUD:
It says the Army. And there's a very
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specific reason why it is worded that way because we, the
people that are technically involved in this, had to go up
to the Arny, not SBCCOMto get permission to seek that

opti on.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
Ckay.

MR PAUL CLOUD:
But the Arnmy is the ultinate |iable
responsi ble party just like the Arny is the ultimate |iable

responsi bl e party of the property north of the firing |line.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
And so now it's oversites at Aberdeen and
Aberdeen is no | onger SBCCOM right? What's happened with

all or re --

VR PAUL CLOUD:
Currently as you saw probably on the first
slide here it's - Jefferson has been shifted to the

Instal | ati on Support Managenent activity of the national
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capital region for the Base Realignnment C osure office.

That is - that also falls under the Assistant Chief of Staff
for Installation Managenent. That gentleman is a two (2)
star general. His office is in the Pentagon. His nane is
Maj or General Luft if | recall correctly. There is
currently an adm nistrative process being worked on that
woul d change - shift the adm nistrative oversite of
Jefferson from SBCCOM and t he Newport Chem cal Activity
where it currently resides to another Arny facility
installation in support of this recent organizational

change. Once that is done the Army will request a specific
Li cense Anendnment to the NRC saying we have done this

organi zati onal shuffle. SBCCOM no |onger is responsible for
or has authority over Jefferson Proving Gound. Here is the
new responsi bl e authority. Please nmake this Adm nistrative
Change Amendnent to the License. And then it would be the

office of or the Chief of Staff of or whatever.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL.:
Ckay.

MR, PAUL CLQOUD:

61



© 00 N oo o b~ W N P

N RN N NN R R R R R R R R R
A W N b O O 0O N O O B O N » O

Expect that to happen within the next six
(6) nont hs.
M5. DI ANE HENSHEL:
And then | expect that we will all get sone

sort of notification of the new hierarchy?

MR. PAUL CLOUD:
Not a problem

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
Ckay.

MR PAUL CLOUD:
| don't even know it myself yet. Any other

guestions?

MR RI CHARD HI LL:
On the February 4th letter that we' ve been
di scussing has this gone out to anyone other than the NRC

and this neeting right here?

MR PAUL CLOUD:
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It was sent electronically to the NRC

yest er day.

MR RI CHARD HI LL:
Un- huh (yes).

MR, PAUL CLOUD:
To M. Canper and a number of the
i ndi vidual s at their headquarters in Rockville. Qher than
within the Army I do not know who the NRC may have sent it
to. Tonight is the first tinme that | know of that anyone
outside the NRC and the Arny has seen that letter. It was

j ust signed yesterday norning.

MR RI CHARD HI LL:
Ri ght.

MR, PAUL CLQOUD:

Joe?

MR JCE ROBB
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These great dramatic shifts in the Arny, at

what | evel was this decision nade?

MR PAUL CLOUD:

That's an interesting question. Ken and I
had a conversation |like that when we went up north this
nmorning. | think there has been a m s-perception in the
general public and Save The Valley and certain other
i ndi vi dual s who have been interested in this topic. And if
| or the Arny were the cause of that m s-perception | wll
now hereby apol ogi ze. What you should know is that the Arny
has not approached this issue froma tunnel vision
perspective. Wat | nmean by that is that we have not
singled out Restricted Rel ease License Term nation as the
one (1) only forever option we would ever consider. W have
been evaluating this particular option for sone tinme. And
it has taken a consi derabl e anmount of time for us to review
it, to evaluate it and to look at it as a future potenti al
option we were willing to pursue and propose to our senior
| eadership. There are a nunber of things you have to
consider in this particular subject: safety, noney, tine,

policy, precedent, a whole range of things, legal. So it
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t ook a considerabl e anount of tine. W have been working on

this for some time. So it's sonething that we | ooked at,
eval uat ed, proposed, discussed, had a nunber of people
briefed on and just recently received the endorsenent
necessary for Dr. Ferriter to sign that letter. Does that

answer your question?

MR JOE ROBB
Did the endorsenent cone fromthe Arny or

what office?

MR. PAUL CLOUD:
It came fromthe DA BRAC office in the

Pentagon which | briefed |last Friday at our budget neeting.

MR JOE ROBB
Ckay.

MR PAUL CLOUD:
And it was only done after we received

mul ti pl e concurrences fromother internal Arnmy reviewers.
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MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
What was the deciding factor in going ahead

and recomending this to the higher ups?

MR, PAUL CLOUD:

The potential benefits.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
And t hese are?
MR, PAUL CLOUD:

One (1) if in fact the NRC accepts this
proposal, and it's up to them we are requesting it. It is
up to themto deci de whether or not the situation here
specifically warrants their agreenent to enter into these
negoti ations. But one (1) of those would be the continued

monitoring. As we all know that is a |ocal concern.

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL.:
Un- huh (yes).

MR PAUL CLOUD:
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Anot her one (1) is the financial outlay. If
we nonitor that costs a very |ow anmobunt per year or every
ot her year or whatever we negotiate. |If we continue along
the lines of the Restricted Rel ease Term nation the NRC has
estimated approximately six (6) years. W have estimted a
mllion dollars ($1,000,000) or nore to follow up on RAls
and other things. Also the letter tal ks about the issue and
potential that the NRC woul d cone back requesting site
specific data validation. As you well know, because you've
been out there, there are a ot of bonbs and bullets. That
is a significant inmediate personnel safety hazard we are
very sensitive to. Does that answer your question?

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
| just wanted to know if the final bal ance -

what the score is?

MR PAUL CLQOUD:

Combi nation of all those things.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL.:
Ckay.
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MR PAUL CLQOUD:

It's not any one (1) particular.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL.:
Ckay.

MR PAUL CLOUD:
We believe if the NRC accepts this request
that there is sufficient potential benefit to negotiate this
particul ar type of Perpetual Possession Only License for

now.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
Thank you.
MR PAUL CLOUD:

Kar en?

M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:

| have a question and then | have a comment.

MR. PAUL CLOUD:
Go ahead.
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M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:
Goi ng back to when you were giving this
presentation. You said the NRC published sonmething in the
Federal Register. Ws that the - was it your DU License

Term nati on Pl an?

MR PAUL CLOUD:
It wasn't the Plan. Go ahead Ri chard.

MR. RI CHARD HI LL:
It was an announcenent that the Plan was
avai l able for review and naking it available to the public,

anyone in the public to request a hearing.

M5. KAREN MASON- SM TH:
kay. And nmy conment is that first of all |
want to thank Richard for submtting the letter in Novenber
after the - after our |last RAB neeting requesting that EPA
and | DEM and the Real Estate Agency get involved in the

review of the License Termnation. | guess | see this as an
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opportunity for us to work together, the NRC and the
regul atory agenci es who nonitor the NRC, who ultinmately make

a decision. So | just wanted to nmake that conment.

MR PAUL CLOUD:
Any ot her comrents or questions or concerns
regardi ng the DU License, where we are, where we think we

m ght be, where we nmay be going? Yes ma' anf

M5. ANNE ANDREASEN
It still sounds to nme like the License is
just about the tinme limt and not about sone of these other

i ssues.

MR PAUL CLOUD:
If you have, as we do right now, an active
Li cense, there are a nunber of things that that nandates.
One (1) is regulatory oversite by an independent federal
agency, in this case the Nucl ear Regul atory Conm ssion.
Under the current License that is active at JPG one (1) of
the requirenments is sem -annual nonitoring and anal ysis and

reporting fromthose pre-designated spots. There are ten
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(10), eight (8) of themnorth of the firing line and two (2)
south. W sanple ground water, surface water, sedi nent and
soil and they are analyzed for uranium If we reach a
certain activity level, which we have never done yet, if we
do then there are other requirenments. W have to do what's
called an isotopic analysis to see if in fact what is being
found is specific to the DU at Jefferson or is uranium
that's in fertilizer that cane froma farmoff site.

Another thing is the security requirenents, the access
controls. That's all part of the License. And until and
unl ess the License is anended they stay in effect and you
have regul atory oversite and authority for that issue at

this facility. D d that answer your question?

M5. ANNE ANDREASEN

Yes.

MR, PAUL CLOUD:
Do you guys have any questions? You're
awful quiet. Kevin?
MR, KEVI N HERRON:

Under the contingent turn of License Term -
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Term nation obviously it's kind of |like you said an
anmendnent or a nodification. Wuldn't the nonitoring

reporting still be to the NRC?

MR PAUL CLOUD:
It woul d be whatever that frequency and the
details and specifics would still be to the NRC. That is

correct.

MR KEVI N HERRON:
So that part really wouldn't change as far

as who woul d be over seeing?

MR, PAUL CLOUD:

That's correct.

MR, KEVI N HERRON:

And nonitoring the - your results?

MR PAUL CLOUD:
They are still the regul ator of record.

That is correct. Peggy?
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MS. PEGGY VLEREBOVE:
So what internal nonitoring would you be

wanting? Less frequent? Mre frequent?

MR PAUL CLOUD:
To be negotiated. Assunming the NRC accepts

our request. Joe?

MR JOE ROBB
If this negotiation takes place it's npst

likely that the Technical Review would be a noot point?

MR PAUL CLQOUD:

The Techni cal Review woul d be a noot point

MR. JCE ROBB
NRC agrees?

MR PAUL CLOUD:
If the NRC agrees to the negotiation and the

negoti ati ons are successful and there is a License Amendnent
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that issues the Arnmy a Perpetual Possession Only License.

At that time not only would Techni cal Review be nobot, we the
Army would formally withdraw the application as specified in
the letter. But if for sone reason a party decides that the
alternative process in negotiations are not successful in
the letter the Arny has said this is a Contingent Request,
we reserve the right to have you continue going on. W are
not wthdrawing at this tinme. But if we are successful and
NRC concurs and grants us the negotiations then yes we wil|l
wi t hdraw the Restricted Rel ease Termi nation as so specified.

Yes sir?

MR LUKE HODG N:
Just for in fact our information, because
we're not very famliar with the situation, is it not right
that the Arny is testing the ten (10) sites that you said

every six (6) nonths?

MR. PAUL CLOUD:
We are sanpling.

MR, LUKE HODGE N:
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Sanpl i ng.

MR, PAUL CLOUD:

There are ten (10) ground water nonitoring
wells, eight (8) north of the firing Iine and one (1) in the
sout hwest corner, one (1) in the southeast corner of the
Cantonnent area south of the firing line. W sanple these
every six (6) nonths. W also sanple the surface water in
the stream the big creek that goes through there. W also
sanple the soil and the sedinent. That's every six (6)

nonths. We've never gotten a hit yet. Kevin?

MR, KEVI N HERRON:

How deep are those wells?

MR PAUL CLOUD:
They vary in depth. Of the top of ny head
| can't renmenber but probably range I woul d estinmate around

twenty (20) to forty (40) feet Richard?

MR, RI CHARD HI LL:

Sonme of them- | think there's one (1), very
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shal | ow one (1) that m ght even be only about fifteen (15)

feet. The deepest one (1) is about forty (40). They vary.

MR, PAUL CLOUD:
| could find it and give it to you. | nean
it's simlar to the wells south of the firing line for the
RI sites. They vary in depth. | nmean they were installed

basically twenty (20) years ago.

MR KEVI N HERRON:
| was just wondering in - at what interface

are they trying to gather data?

MR, PAUL CLOUD:

| don't know.

MR, KEVI N HERRON:
As far as the ground water? Are they trying
to gather data at the interface between your switch over

into your bedrock?

MR PAUL CLOUD:
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You woul d have to check with Tom on t hat
after you've seen the depths at which the individual wells -
they vary in depth though so | think they cover basically
all of those things. But | couldn't certify that right now

Does that answer your question?

MR, KEVI N HERRON:
Yes.
MR PAUL CLOUD:

Yes ma' am

M5. ANNE ANDREASEN
Are these the result of the NRC?

MR, PAUL CLQOUD:

| beg your pardon?

MS. ANNE ANDREASEN
Are these the result of the NRC?

MR PAUL CLQOUD:

Yes ma'am  And anything the NRC receives in
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witing froma |licensee, regardless if it's the Arny or
anything else, it's public. They have a public reading
room Mst of this material can be accessed via their web
site. It's somewhat cunbersone but it is available. And
you know i f you can figure it out the information is there.

Yes ma' anf?

MS. ANNE ANDREASEN:
Are the two (2) that are in the south -
southern area, are they on land that the Arny is still in

possessi on of ?

MR PAUL CLQOUD:

One (1) is and one (1) is not. However, the

one (1) that is not was part of the Central Cantonnment Area

FOST area that was transferred to M. Ford. There is a Deed

Restriction in that parcel. Regardless of who owns that
property, as long as the Arny needs that nonitoring well it

wi || stay undi sturbed.

M5. ANNE ANDREASEN

Is there one (1) there at the sewage
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MR PAUL CLQOUD:

It's southwest of the sewage treatnent

plant. It's basically alnbost exactly in the extrene
sout hwest corner. | nean if you get to the fence there the
sout hwest corner you will see it.

© 00 ~N oo o s~ wWw N

N RN N NN R R R R R R R R R
A W N b O O 0O N O O B O N —» O

M5. ANNE ANDREASEN

It's the blue barrel ?

MR PAUL CLQOUD:

Yes ma' am

one (1) approximately the same |ocation on the southeast

si de.

MS. ANNE ANDREASEN
Ckay.

MR PAUL CLQOUD:

And they' re considered “background” wells.

That's where it
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Did you have a question sir?

MR DUSTI N JONES:
Yes. You nmentioned the Restricted Rel ease

Li cense and the Perpetual Possession Only License.

MR PAUL CLOUD:
They are two (2) different things.

MR, DUSTI N JONES:

VWhat are the differences?

MR PAUL CLOUD:
The Restricted Rel ease Term nation License
Application is a process by which a |licensee can go to the
NRC and say for reasons which we will explain we don't
believe it is a good thing to go clean up an area where we
had this radiological material. Your regulations that you
wote allow this Restricted Rel ease Term nati on whi ch neans

that if the License is term nated they agree after they' ve
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done all their Admnistrative and Techni cal Review and
things of that nature, they will inpose sone other kind of
conditions, specifically institutional controls. Sone of
the things that we identified in ours is that we would
mai ntain the eight (8) foot high chain link fence with the
three (3) strand “V’ shaped barbed wire around the entire
perinmeter of the Proving G ound. W would maintain the
signage. It says no trespassing, federal property, danger,
unexpl oded ordnance. W would naintain restricted access
specific to the DU area. Wile the DU area is part of Big
OCaks National WIldlife Refuge it is not open for public
access. The only way you go there is when you get escorted.
M. Knouf, the site nmanager, nyself, sonmeone like that. W
don't allow anybody to go there any tine for any reason.

There's no hunting in that area, things of that nature.

That's a Restricted Rel ease Term nati on. Under a Possessi on

Only License as | understand it, again since it's never been
done before in perpetuity, would be that the |licensee, in
this case the Arny, would be granted a Li cense Anendnent
such that there would still be regulatory oversite and
control. The License would not be termnated. And if you

were found in violation of any condition of that License
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Amendrent you woul d be subject to any regulatory authority
that the NRC had. Could be fines, whatever. But the

Li cense is active. Under the Restricted Term nation once
it's granted the License is no |l onger active there's no
regul atory oversite. And in theory there would no | onger be

any nonitoring. Did that answer your question?

MR DUSTI N JONES:

Yes.

MR, PAUL CLOUD:

Any ot her questions? This is a slide you've
seen before. Should in fact for some reason the NRC not
grant our request or we are not successful in those
negoti ations for the alternative schedul e, NRC woul d
continue with their Technical Review. R ght now as |I've
said in aletter to the Adm nistrative Hearing Judge they
did in fact identify - they estimted two (2) years,
estimated conpletion day October 2004. Part of that process
woul d al so require the NRC to conduct a NEPA exercise for
this thing. That is their process. That is their NEPA

requirenent. This slide as you' ve seen before is the NRC s
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poi nt of contact specific to JPG at the Proving Gound. All
t hese slides we have copies in the back. That's his phone
nunber, his toll free phone nunber and his E-mail address.
Very lonely guy. Call. Talk to him He'll love to hear

fromyou.

MR RI CHARD HI LL:

Ni ce guy.

MR PAUL CLOUD:
Tomis a real nice guy. He's very easy to

talk to. Not |ike some Pd.D.'s.

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL:

Oh. That was quite a cut.

VR, PAUL CLOUD:
Only if the shoe fits. This is the Arny's
poi nt of contact. Joyce is the Arny's what we call
Radi ati on Safety Oficer. She is the current point of -
of ficial point of contact on this issue. Joyce and | work

very closely together on this issue. And like | say al
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these slides are part of the copies in the back. Questions?

Corments? Yes sir?

MR. JOHN RUYACK:
Is the review, the Technical Review, being

done by headquarters?

MR, PAUL CLOUD:

My understanding is it's headquarters. The
reason why headquarters has taken the lead in this is
because JPG back in 1995 was placed on the NRC s SDWP |i st.

Now t he SDWVP stands for Site Deconm ssioni ng Managenent
Plan list. And very - take this very generically. 1In very
general ternms what that neans is that for whatever reason

it's a difficult unusual site.

MR RI CHARD HI LL:
Conpl ex.

MR PAUL CLOUD:
Very conpl ex and very roughly anal ogous to

the NPL for EPA. But don't try to inpose NPL details and
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specifics to the SDWP list for NRC. That is the NRC s call
t hough. They make that decision. Once that is done
headquarters takes control of the day to day things. Now
for the annual nonitoring inspection - you know i nspection
of the facility Region Three (3) still comes down, their

per sonnel conme down and they report to headquarters. But

t he managenent of the License and the Termination and this
alternative proposal was directed to headquarters because of

t hat reason.

MR, JOHN RUYACK:
Ckay.

MR, PAUL CLQOUD:

Does that answer your question sir?

MR JOHN RUYACK:

Yes.

MR PAUL CLQOUD:

Yes ma' anf?
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M5. MARY CLASHMVAN:
You indicated that the Airport is going to
be transferred shortly and we've di scussed the contam nat ed
areas. |s there not other areas in the Proving G ound that

is still owned by the Army?

MR PAUL CLQOUD:

Yes ma' am

MS. MARY CLASHVAN
And what is their status?

MR PAUL CLOUD:

Dependi ng on their |ocation. Exanple was
t hat Northeast Parcel which you have the Revised FOST for
now. W believe that area which is in the northeast corner,
it's above Ordnance Drive. It's that quadrant where the old
ammunition igloos were. W believe that's ready to be
transferred. As we continue to one (1) either clean up,
remove the unexpl oded ordnance that we thought m ght be
there or two (2) conplete the environnmental restoration or

docunent and get concurrence that there is nothing from an
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envi ronnent al prospective at specific sites that request
action. Once those things are done then other parcels wll
becone available. Qur current schedule is estimted that by
the end of Septenber of 2005 we will have all the

envi ronnental work done. And by the end of cal endar year
2006 all of the property south of the firing line will be

di sposed of. That is the current schedule. It is subject
to change. But that is our estimate. That hasn't changed

inthe last two (2) or three (3) years. Yes sir?

MR, LUKE HODA N:
And you said two (2) water sanpling sites
south of the firing Iine? Are you still going to keep those

both in operation after 20067?

VR, PAUL CLOUD:
As long as they are required by an Active
Li cense they will be maintained. R ght now the one (1) that
actually is on property that is owed by the Ford Lunber and
Bui | di ng Supply Conpany there is a Deed Restriction. It
says the Arnmy - it will not be disturbed. It has to be

mai nt ai ned and accessible until such tinme as the Arny no
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| onger needs it. End of statenent.

MR, LUKE HODA N:
Could it nost likely be that sane | anguage

on the Deed for this parcel?

MR, PAUL CLOUD:
There are no DU nonitoring wells in that

ar ea.

MR, LUKE HODA N:
O the other one (1) that is still owned by
the Arny?

MR PAUL CLOUD:
If infact it is required that would be

simlar |anguage, yes sir. Yes sir?

MR, DUSTI N JONES:

Is it the intent of the Arny to eventually

sell all of the property south of the firing |ine?
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MR PAUL CLQOUD:

The Arny went through as required by the
BRAC | aw a very detail ed property screening process back in
1994 and 1995. For people that are not famliar with that
it essentially allows first other agencies in the Departnent
of Defense to say okay Arny you can't use any nore. That's
federal law. But we in the Navy we want it and it would
have gone to the Navy or the Air Force or the Marine Corps
or whatever. Nobody in the DOD said they wanted it. It
then goes to other federal agencies. At that tinme Fish and
Wldlife through the Departnment of Interior said we are
interested in this area north of the firing Iine and sone
fingers south. They subsequently nodified that so nothing
south of the firing Iine was included. But they still have
an “outstandi ng request” for eventual ownership of
everything north of the firing line. After that it goes to
t he McKi nney Honel ess Screening which is an Act that
requires honel ess providers, if they have a need and a
request and a financial support, they can nake a request.

We did not receive any specific to JPG Then it goes to the
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State in which the facility is |located. The State then has
an opportunity to request the property. W did not receive
any you know requests there. Then conmes to the |ocal
comunity. The local community has to create what's call ed
a Local Reuse Authority. It's a formal authority first
recogni zed by the State and then recogni zed by the
Department of Defense. Once that's done that community can
make what's call ed an Econom ¢ Devel opnment Conveyance
Request. Jefferson unfortunately is the only Arny facility
in which the Econom c Devel opnent Conveyance Request was
denied. It was denied because it was financially

i nfeasi ble. Subsequent to that the Arny put the property up
for bid with a six million dollar ($6,000,000) mnimm W
received no bids. Later that sanme year, and that was about
June of '95, in Decenber of 1995 subsequent to a Reuse and
Di sposal EI'S being conpleted and a Record of Deci sion
signed, the Arny had put out another offer for bid, no

m nimum The Arny reserved the right however as |ogic would
dictate that if soneone canme in and said here's two (2)
cents give ne four thousand (4, 000) acres, we could decline.
W received if | renenber sonewhere in the nei ghborhood of

six (6) to eight (8) bids. They were opened in Decenber of
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1995 at the Corps of Engineers Ofice in Louisville. Ford
Lunber and Buil ding Supply Conpany was the successful high
bi dder, five point one mllion dollars ($5,100,000) for
approximately thirty-four hundred (3400) acres. |In the
subsequent docunent that was generated which is called the
Lease in Furtherance of Conveyance Ford Lunber and Buil di ng
Supply Company agreed to certain things. They would take
over the infrastructure, the road mai ntenance, the
utilities, the building upkeep, so on and so forth while the
Arny continued to nove the UXO, clean up the environnenta
contam nation, prepare the docunments for transfer of the
property. And as those parcels becane avail able they would
be taken over, formal ownership. W would transfer them

He woul d pay us basically a pro-rated share depending on the
acreage because the price, the ultimate price, had al ready
been settled on. So to go and do an appraisal of each one
(1) is a waste of resources, non productive. So that's how
we've gotten to where we basically are right now. North of
the firing Iine contains we estimate sonmewhere in the

nei ghbor hood of twenty-five mllion (25, 000,000) rounds of
unexpl oded ordnance. O that - when | say unexpl oded -

munitions that were fired.
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MR RI CHARD HI LL:
Ckay.

MR, PAUL CLOUD:

O that twenty-five mllion (25,000, 000)
rounds that were fired we estimate one and a half (1 1/2) to
two mllion (2,000,000) are full of HE Unexpl oded Ordnance.

Could be a nortar, could be a mne, could be a 105, could
be a 155, could be an eight (8) inch shell, could be a five
hundred (500) pound bonb. W also estinmate there are
several mllion that have |live detonators, priners or fuses.

It would be Iike a shotgun shell going off. Not as bad as
a nortar or mne or sonmething but if you're in the wong
pl ace you could be mssing a hand. You could still get
killed, so on and so forth. Richard has been out there.

Di ane and Jami e have been out there. They' ve seen the UXQO

In a | ot of places we do not get off the road. There are a
| ot of very nasty places north of the firing line. W
estimate it woul d cost sonewhere between ei ght
($8, 000, 000, 000) and fifteen billion ($15, 000, 000, 000)

dollars to clean up north of the firing line conpletely, al
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UXO all the DU  And what you would have is a fifty-one

t housand (51, 000) acre hole in the ground because that's how
you woul d have to do it. You would have to scrape off four
(4) foot at a tine until you get down to about bedrock
fifteen (15) or twenty (20) feet or nore. And | know of at

| east one (1) federal agency that would be very upset. And
we have a representative in the back fromthe Fish and
WIldlife Service and he woul d be upset because we have a
federal |l y endangered speci es docunented on the Proving
Ground, not only north but south. So that wouldn't fly.

Yes nmm' anf?

M5. MARY CLASHVAN:
I"mstill trying to figure out if you have -
what acreage do you have that has not been given to the Fish

and Wldlife nor has been sold to Ford Lunber Conpany?

MR PAUL CLOUD:
Al'l the acreage with the exception of three

hundred (300) acres has been accounted for.

M5. MARY CLASHVAN
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So there's only three hundred (300) acres?

MR, PAUL CLOUD:

However when | say that approximtely
thirty-four hundred (3400) acres are in the Lease in
Furtherance to the Ford Lunber and Buil ding Supply. W
transferred to Jefferson County with a Public Benefit
Conveyance approxi mately two hundred and twenty (220) acres
for a park right by the main entrance. W sold a building
and approximately one (1) acre to the Madi son Port Authority
and that's where their headquarters are now. There is
approxi mately three hundred (300) acres on the west side of
the Airfield that is not currently designated for future
ownership. W estimate within the next six (6) nonths the
Army will be in a position to nmake that determ nation.
North of the firing line, while the Departnent of Interior
still has an outstanding request, unofficially |ogic would
dictate that they will not take title until the UXO and DU
are cleaned up. But that's up to them Did that answer

your question?

M5. MARY CLASHVAN
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Thank you.

MR PAUL CLQOUD:

Yes sir?

MR, LUKE HODG N
So the Fish and Wl dlife, Departnent of
Interior wouldn't be - you said they are not going to take
control of the land north of the firing line until all the

DUis - and the UXO is taken out?
MR PAUL CLOUD:
The Arny is ready to give it to themtoday.

They won't take it. | don't blane them

MR, LUKE HODG N:

So inreality are they - is it ever going to

be transferred to that because of what you said the cost?

MR PAUL CLOUD:
H ghly unlikely.
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MR LUKE HODAG N:
Ckay.

MR PAUL CLOUD:
Hi ghly unlikely.

MR, RI CHARD HI LL:

But they are nanagi ng that area?

MR, PAUL CLOUD:
W entered - the Arny entered into a

Menor andum of Understanding with the Air Force and the Fish
and Wldlife Service back in the sumrer of 2000. That
docunent created the generation of Big Oaks National
WIldlife Refuge. It is an official Refuge. It is regulated
under the Wldlife Refuge Act. The Arny owns the property.
The Menorandum of Understanding has a twenty-five (25) year
time span with ten (10) year renewables. | have been told
that any property that nornmally has gone into Refuge doesn't
come out. But that - there are options for the availability

for a party of that MOU to bow out given a hundred and
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eighty (180) day notice. Highly unlikely. There are
benefits to all three (3) agencies. Fish and WIldlife got a
Refuge. The Arny was relieved of some mai ntenance and
operation costs: road nai ntenance, fence mai ntenance, bridge
mai nt enance, A d Ti nbers Lodge, COakdal e School, those types
of things. The Air Force through the Air Guard still has an
active training range, air to ground training for their
coordi nates, F-16. So everybody got sonething and everybody

pai d sonet hing. Does that answer your question?

MR, LUKE HODG N

Yes.

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL:
It's very odd and strange that given the
fact that there's still sone testing going on, limted
testing that's through this special agreenent, is anything

going to change if we go to war?

MR PAUL CLQOUD:
Ask the President.
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M5. DI ANE HENSHEL

"' masking your opinion on this?

MR, PAUL CLOUD:
| don't have one (1). Federal |aw would
require - would have to be changed to open Jefferson for
active Arny use. The BRAC | aw specifically directed it is
illegal for the Arny to utilize Jefferson Proving G ound.
You woul d have to change that law. Can that be done? Yes

it can. Is it likely? No. In ny opinion

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL:

So you think it's not going to change it?

MR, PAUL CLQOUD:

In my personal opinion | don't think so.

MR. DUSTI N JONES:

Are the facilities in a useful state to the

Arny to be used in times like this?

MR PAUL CLOUD:
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That is sonething you woul d probably have to

ask sonmeone in the Pentagon. [It's way above ny level. Joe?

MR, JCE ROBB

In fact any federal |and. There's been
national forest, national parks that through tine have been
w thdrawn by the military for training. I1t's happened
during World War Il and other tines. Like BLN |and
transferred back and forth and sone of these BRAC facilities
and closings - at the tinme of closing it would go back to
the agency that had jurisdiction before that tinme. And we
go into discussion with the Arny what happens to that piece
of property before it comes back to them Congress can nake
Yel | owstone a mlitary training site if they wanted to.

It's not likely but it's above the federal |aw.

MR PAUL CLQOUD:

Do you have a question sir?

MR, LUKE HODG N:
No.
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MR PAUL CLQOUD:

Are you sure?

MR, LUKE HODG N:

Yes.

MR, PAUL CLOUD:
Any ot her comrents, questions? Qur next RAB
neeting i s Wednesday, April 30th. It's at Jennings Public
Li brary in North Vernon, seven o'clock (7:00) Wdnesday
night. That is and has been up on the web site and has been
provided in previous letters to the mailing list since

Novenber .

MR KEVI N HERRON:
You know we haven't had very good | uck at
Jennings. The last time we had thunderstorns. Tornados.

I"mtelling you.

MR PAUL CLQOUD:

That's true.
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MR, KEVI N HERRON:

And you set this up in April, the 30th. |

think we're right in the mddle of that tinme period.

MR PAUL CLOUD:
Where's your sense of adventure?
MR KEVI N HERRON:
| didn't like the adventure we had the | ast
time.
MR PAUL CLOUD:
No that was kind of unique.
MR KEVI N HERRON:
And | got to drive back through it all the
way back.
MR PAUL CLOUD:
This is the rest of the schedule for the
rest of the year. It shows the next nmeeting again in

Jenni ngs County and then it cones back here and it goes up
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to the South Ripley Elenentary School in Novenber. | have
nothing nore for this evening. | would |ike to thank
everyone for comng. Enjoyed the questions. |If you are
interested and would i ke to receive continued infornmation
pl ease nake sure that if you're not on the mailing |ist put
your name, address on the attendance sheet and we w Il add
you to it and you will receive copies of whatever we send
out. And | have nothing else for this evening. Richard,

cl osi ng comrent s?

MR RI CHARD HI LL:
Il would Ii1ke to thank everybody for com ng
out this evening. |'ve had a wonderful tinme. And | hope to

see you next tine.

MR PAUL CLOUD:
Thank you.

* * % * *x

CONCLUSI ON OF HEARI NG
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CERTI FI CATE
STATE OF | NDI ANA )

COUNTY OF JEFFERSON )

SS:

I, Sharon Shields, do hereby certify that | ama
Notary Public in and for the County of Jefferson, State of
| ndi ana, duly authorized and qualified to adm ni ster oaths;

That the foregoing public hearing was taken by ne in
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shorthand and on a tape recorder on February 5, 2003 in the
Madi son- Jefferson County Public Library, 420 Wst Main
Street, Madison, IN, That this public hearing was taken on
behal f of the Jefferson Proving G ound Restoration Advisory
Board pursuant to agreenent for taking at this time and
pl ace; That the testinony of the witnesses was reduced to
typewiting by nme and contains a conplete and accurate
transcript of the said testinony.

| further certify that pursuant to stipulation by and
bet ween the respective parties, this testinony has been
transcri bed and submtted to the Jefferson Proving G ound
Restorati on Advi sory Board.

W TNESS ny hand and notarial seal this day of

February, 2003.

Sharon Shi el ds, Notary Public
Jefferson County, State of Indiana

My Comm ssi on EXxpires: July 2, 2007
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